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Attention. Had wk co 

ed with the Title Page, it would 
have given me Pleaſure; but, in my Appre- 
henſion,, their Tendency is, to repreſent, in an 


: 
f 


unfavourable Light, thoſe who profeſs 
Faith in the proper Divinity of the Father, Son, 
and Holy Spirit, as the only true and living 
God, and the 
for the Sake of Brevity, I ſhall call 7 rinitarians; 
as you call thoſe of d Sent? | 
tarians; though I think the Term ſeems to in- 
ſinuate, that the Trinitarians believe a Phas ® 
rality of Gods, the contrary to 
know, they univerſally profeſs. 

| Theſe appear to me to 
2 wo the different 
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You blame your Trinitarian Brethren for 
vling ſome Terms or Phraſes, becauſe they are 
„„ et ſcriptural; particularly the Words Trinity 
1 and Peron are repreſented as obnoxious in them, 
while unſcriptural Expreſſions uſed by Uni- 
tarians ſeem to meet with no Diſapprobation. 
Who, among the Number of the learned Di- 
vines, whoſe Creeds you have produced, ſeems. 
ſo much as to aim at pure Scripture Language 
in his Attempts to convey. his Sentiments on 
the Do&trine of the Trinity? And I fear many 
of late affect to uſe the Words of Scripture, 
with a Deſign to conceal their real Sentiments, 
and deceive ſuch of their Hearers as hold dif- 
ferent Doctrines from themſelves, If there are 
ſuch in the Miniſtry, it might be of happy 
| Conſequence for them, to enquire whether hu- 
bt man Policy, or a Reverence of the omniſcient 
E' _ Gov is the Ground of ſuch Conduct? Far be 
4 it from me to cenſure the Uſe of Scripture 
Words | But, at the ſame Time, I think it 
unwarrantable to depreciate a Miniſter's Cha- 
| racter for endeavouring to convey Scripture- 
Ideas in a variety of Expreſſion ; the Ideas con- 
veyed by the inſpired Writers ſhould be at- 
+ tended; to rather than the Words, the former 
are permanent and important, the latter as va- 
>, rious as the Languages into which the Scrip- 
tures have been tranſlated. Here allow me to 
| ' obſerve, if only the Words or Sentences of 
NV e were to be uſed i in treating on reli- 
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1 1 F. | "ER 
gious Subjects, the Importance of your Office 
to explain and apply the Word of God, would 


be greatly diminiſhed, if not wholly ſuperſeded, 


I. know it is not unuſual for Antitrinitarians. | 


to object to theſe Te erms, but I regard. it 33 
cavilling rather than reaſoning, and did not 
expect to find you following them therein. 
As to the word Trinity, If Ixnovan, the 
one eternal Being, is repreſented i in divine Re- 
velation as ſubſiſting in three, who have been 
uſually ſpoken of as Perſons, the Word will not 
be thought improper by*thoſe who know: its 
Derivation and Import, three united, or three in one. 
Taking the Word in that Senſe, I think your 


Quotation from Dr. Dodaridge; a Gentleman no: 


leſs regarded as a Critic than a Divine, will 


have Weight with you, as to the Propriety of 
the Word Trinity, though he does not make Uſe "i 


of it in that Paſſage. The Doctor's Words 


are, 5 The Scripture - n the divine 4 
8 Being, as appearing in, and manifeſting 6 


e {elf by, the diſtinct Perſons of the Father, 
<«. Son; and Holy Ghoſt, each of which has his 
" peculiar Province in accompliſhing the Work: 


of our Redemption and Salvation, and to. 
* each of which we owe unlimited Veneration, 


" Love and Obedience *. . N75 Though the Doc. 
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441 
as not uſed the Word Trinity here, . 


_ clearly of the divine Being in three 


ſtin& Perfoos, which you know to be all that 


is meant by thoſe who make Uſe of that Term. 


The learned and pious Dr. Waits, E Wri-⸗ 


tings I have read, and whoſe Sermons I have 
Heard, with Delight, uſes the Word 7 cine like 


wiſe without een in ** „ee 


* 
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> Glory to God the y rinity, | N 
„ Whoſe Name has Myſteries 8 

In Eſſence one, in Perſon he: e 
A ſocial Nature yet alone.. 


IN in kis firſt Vol. of Sermons, Diſcourſe Xl. 


ſpeaking of the Glories of Gop which are un- 


known to Reaſon,” and the Light of Nature, 
he mentions © bis  Subſiſtence in three Perſons ;" 

and in Diſcourſe XII. ſpeaks of © the Bleſſed- 
e neſs of the Three (glorious Perſons. in the 
Trinity 8 1 1 to theſe Authors, in 


* 


* In 4 Note on * a 8 the ea 
Autbor writes, This. Diſcourſe was delivered twenty 


Fears ago, and the Reader will obſerve ſome warmer 
 & Efforts of Imagination than riper Years would in- 


„„ dulge on a Theme fo ſublime and abſtruſe.“ But | 
afterwards he ſays, „Since I am fully eftablithed in 


% the Belief of the Deity of the bleſſed Three, (though 


* L know not the Manner of Explication). J dare let 
«< this Diſcourſe appear now in the World, as being 


. 


« Subject.“ 


[ 8 4. | 
open b it ts Hoote BU 


of the higheft Rank in your Efteem, - It-would: 
be eaſy n proces: gumberleſs Inſtances. af 
learned Men of various Opinions, 0 have 
uſed the Word Trivity, which removes aur 
Objection. as to ita Impropriety, but I ſhalb 
only obſerve the Ulſe of it in your Title Page." 
Though the Word Trinity is not found in 

Scripture, yet I preſume, there are feveral. Pa- 
ſages which juſtify the Liſe of it hy qur Pixines. 
I ſhall. meotion only two, In the ſolema Or- 
dinance of Bapitiſin, inſtituted by our Lord Je- 
ſus Chriſt, (Matt, xxvili. 19.) religious. Wor- 
ſhip 1 is paid, not to three Gods, . but ta the one 
true God, Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, three. 
in one, which is the proper Meaning of the the 
Word Trinity. And 1 Jabn v. 7. There are. 
e three that bear Record in 5 the Fa- 
te ther, the Word, and the Holy Ghoſt, and. 
e theſe three are one.” I wiſh the Gentlemen 
vho ſeem ſo much offended at the Word Trinity. 
would furniſh us with ſome other, more proper. 
to convey the Idea contained in this Text.. 
What the plain Meaning of it is, I leave tg. your 
qwn Reflections. I know the Antitrinitarions | 


, Sabjec And, in the very Sermon to; which this 
Nets is added; he writes: thus, As the bleſſed Three 

have an unknown Communion im the Godhead or 
divine Nature, ſo they muſt, have an unſpeakahle 
70 Nearneſs to one angther's Perſons,” * 


919 2 


Trinity, believing them to have been Gentlemen 


ne 


| T 6 ] 

endeavour to evade the Force of the Argument 
from this Paſſage againſt all their Schemes, by 
inſinuating that it is an Interpolation, and not 

in ſome ancient Copies of the Greek Teſtament: 
But its Connection with what immediately fol- 
lows, pleads ſtrongly for its Authenticity, and, 


Charity, to ſuppoſe, it was left out accidentally 
by ſome Tranſcriber, than to repreſent it as 
foiſted in, by ſome zealous Athangſſan, with a 
Beſign to ſerve a Turn; ſuppoſing the former 
to have been the Caſe, it may have been only an 


have been from a very criminal Inclination, to 
add to the ſacred Word of God ſomething to 
ſupport a preconceived Opinion. May it not, 
with equal Probability, be ſuppoſed, that the 


% 
— 
* 
4 


4 minal Deſign, as that it was put into others 
4 upon a like Principle ? For myſelf, I think it 
more candid to believe, that if there was an 


add th, or leave out of, ſacred Scriptures, the 
VM ' Paſfg 8 alluded to, with Deſign. 

= = Objection to the term Perſon is removed 
= by the frequent Uſe of it with many reſpectable 
_ Writers. In your fore-cited Quotation from 
__ Dr. Doddridge, he ſpeaks of the diſtinct Per- 


ture 


. N Paſſage was left out of ſome Copies with a cri- 


Alteration, neither Party was ſo profane as to 


. I think, it would be more conſiſtent with Pro- 
"= feſſions of Liberality of Sentiment and real 


Inſtance of Inattention, but if the latter, i it muſt 


* ſons of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt ;” 
; and, in- another Place, declares, that Scrip- 


3 
ture reprbſehts * the Holy Spirit as a divine 
«« Perſon, poſſeſſed of thoſe rfe&ions which 


« are to be found in God alone ©.” Agreeable 
to which, Dr. Watts, in the Wa crunſerided 


above, ſays, on 


wo "Y 
2 4 + 


40 In Eſſence. one, in « Perla three,” — Mt 


To whichi may be added, that in the xlch Ber 
mon of his two Volumes, ſpeaking of “ the 
Glories of God, which are unknown to Rea- 
© ſon and to the Light of Nature,” he particu- 
larly mentions: his Subſiſtence in three Per- 
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% cluſive of another divine Perſon. The tliree 
© Perſons in the Deity may be diſtinguiſned, but 
cannot be divided.” I apprehend the Per- 4 
ſonality of the Father and the Son is admitted | 
by all except the Sabellians, and hat of the Spirit 
may be proved to the full Conviction of every 
attentive unprejudiced Mind; and therefore that 3 
the term Perſon may be rang to ench of the Fe 
three with great Propriety. a 
The Scripture abounds wich Proofs of the 
' Perſonality of the Holy Spirit. I will ſelect | 4 
few out of the Alis of the Apes. Chap. xiii. 8 


. _— 4 — 42 N 5 


24 
E Page 14, Note. {ES 


: 


“ ſons.” The learned and ingenious Mr. R- 4 

 binſon, in his Plea for the Divinity of our Lord "I 

. Feſus Chriſt, (Ed. 3d, p. 5.) expreſſes hiniſelf in 9 
| theſe Words, We do not propoſe a diſtin 4 
a Addreſs, in Prayer, to one divine Perſon ex- q 
1 


/ 


P 


«© The Holy Spirit / Mitt, « Separate me Bar- 


7 ' nabas and Saul for the Work wherets I have 

« called them,” Chap. xv. 8; © It ſeemed good 
« to che Holy. Ghoſt and to Us, to lay oh you 
s no greater Burden,” &c. Chap. xvi, 6. 


Paul and Silas were forbidden of the Holy 


« Ghoſt to preach the Word in Afia.” Ver. 7. 
6 They eſſayed to go into Bithynia, but the 
Spirit, ſuffered them not.“ Chap. xx. 28. 
„ Take Heed to yourſelves, and to all the Flock, 


_ «&. gyer the which the Holy Ghoſt has made you 


< Overſeers.” I think theſe Paſſages, with 


' thoſe which repreſent him as the Sanctifjer and 


Comforter of the People of God; as inſpiring 
the Prophets and Apoſtles; and as having 
formed the human Body of our Lord; not to 
mention many others of the ſame Kind fully 
prove the Holy Spirit to be a Perſon; and, I 
apprehend, the obvious Senſe of them inconfiſt- 
ent with the Idea, that by the Holy Spirit is 


only meant the efficient Power of God. Though | 
ſo much is ſaid of the Holy Spirit in the Old 
and New Teſtament, it is obſervable, that the 


tarians are almoſt ſilent about him; they 


leave us in the dark, as to this important Sub- 
ject. They deny his Deity, but do not ſtate 


his Ranle in the Scale of intellectual Beings; 
whether angelic or ſuper- angelic, if there are 


Creatures above the Angels. The Sabellians in- 


deed ou of him as the Power of God. 
1 Notwith- 


13 


Notwithſtanding the Trinitariants mai main,” 
that there are three Perſons in the divine Eſ- 
ſence, yet they aſſert the Unity of God, as 
firmly as any of their Opponents, and therefore 
cannot, without Injuſtice, be charged with 
Tritheiſm, but are Unitarians in the ſtrict and 
proper Senſe of the Word. Theſe Truths 

they think are clearly revealed in Scripture, and 


that therefore it is perfectly rational to believe 


them on that Authority; ; though the Modus 
of the Exiſtence of three Perſons in the Deity, 
they acknowledge to be a Myſtery, which God 
has not been pleaſed to reyeal to Man: And 
perhaps it would have been well if ſome wor- 
thy Men had not attempted to illuſtrate or 


explain it. However, it is evident, that ſuek 


Attempts have not been peculiar to the Tri · 
nitarian Writers, and, I apprehend, they tend 


Mind. But, myſterious as this Dodtrine may 


be, I cannot but think, that Some of the moſt 
learned and accurate of the Antitrinitarian 
Writers have advanced Sentiments | 7 
comprehenſible. What can 1 think of a 
rived Being which is not a Creature” (P. 11. 4 
Is our Lorp's Exiſtence nece 


ſary, or Self-Exiſtence, being an Attribute pe- 
culiar to God. If his Exiſtence is not neceſſary, 
be muſt be of the Rank of Created Beings. 1s 
there any _ more myſteriqus hap. this 
B Notion 


wy? If it is, be * 
muſt have the very Eſſence of Deity; Necęeſ- 


0 
Notion of Dr. Clarte of a middle State of Ex- Th 
iſtence, a Being neither Creator nor Creature; or, 
to uſe his own Words, that in the Son of God 
<« dwells the Fulneſs of divine Perfections (ex- 
<«.cepting abſolute Supremacy, Independency or 
<«« Self-Origination)” ? Diſcourſe on the Being, c. 
of God, Ec. 6th Edit. (1725) page 184. This 
induces me to think, that the Doctor was con- 
vinced, by the Force of Scripture Evidence, 
that our Lord Jeſus Chriſt was ſuperior to all < 
Created Beings, but it being againſt his Con- 
ceptions and Reaſonings, to admit of a Plurality 
-of Perſons in the Godhead, he for once ſubſti- 
tuted Imagination for Reaſon, when he adopted 
ſo ſtrange a Sentiment. 
I could not help being bel wich the dif- 
ferent Manner in which you treat Arius and 
3 Athanaſius. You are very kind to the former, 
«and willing to make the beſt you can of a bad 
Story about his Death; but where is your Can- 
dour and Moderation towards Atbanaſius? Do 
you diſcover a Diſpoſition to admit any cha. 
ritable Opinion of him; or rather, do not you 
try to blacken his Character, all you can? He 
was certainly eſteemed, in his Day, a Man of 
*great Eminence for his Abilities and Piety ; 
and other learned and good Men have held the 
- ſame Opinion concerning him, ſince his Time. 
But this ſame Athanaſius was a great Oppoſer 
of Arianiſm, therefore that an Arian Hiſtorian 
+ ſhould hold him up in a diſagreeable Light, is 
. ! MC 
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not more to be wondered at, than that "tits; 


in the preſent Day, ſhould try to vilify him. 
What ſurpriſes me is, that ſuch a Gentleman 
25 Mr. R:binſon, who pleads for the Divinity of 
Chriſt, ſhould, on ſuch Sort of Evidence, ſo 
fully give up Athanaffus, and repreſent him as an 


e enormous Sinner ;” though it is proper your 


Readers ſhould be nfoimed, that he has thoughr 
fit to leave out the words © enormous Sin- 
ner” in a ſubſequent Edition of his Plea. And 


what muſt I think, when a Gentleman of your 
Candour inclines ſo much to believe and pro- 


Pagate what is ſaid againſt him rather than for 
him? After telling us, page 9, Note , that 


Moſbeim ſays, that © Arius died at Conſtanti 1 
*« nople in a very diſmal Manner,” you intro- | 


| duce his Tranſlator as ſaying, after having, 
* examined this Matter with the utmoſt Care, 
it appears to me extremely probable, that 


e this unhappy Man was a Victim to the Re- 


« ſentment of his Enemies, and was deſtroyed 
e by Poiſon, or ſome other violent Method.” 
Do you, Sir, wiſh your Readers to believe, that 


Arius was murdered by Athanafius or his Ad 
herents, in a ſecret villainous Manner, becauſe 


the Tranſlator of Moſheim's Hiſtory thought it 
probable, though he advances no F acts to ſup- 
pray his Conjecture? . 5 


What is the Deſign of this Part your 


Letter? Surely it would be beneath you to 
f endeavour to ſtab the Character of a Man who has ö 


PB 2 


* 
Hs 
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been dead upwards of fourteen hundred Taxes. 
Ts it then intended, by this Repreſentation of his 
Enormities (which probably is all a Falſhood), 
to throw an Odium on the Doctrine he de- 
fended! I cannot allow myſelf fuch a Sup- 
poſition. He muſt be a weak Man indeed, 
who ſfiould conclude, that, if Athanaſus was 
an © enormous Sinner” and a Murderer, there- 
fore the Doctrines he held are falſe, It is not 
from the Characters or Authority of Men, but 
from the Evidence of the divine Teſtimony, 
that the Chriſtian believes the Doctrine of the 
Trinity. However, to do you Juſtice, you. in- 85 
form us, that the perſecuting Spirit i is. not li- 
mited to one Party, but that the contending 
Parties grew ſo warm as to anathematize, 
3 oppoſe, and even murder each other, on 
Account of ſome or other of their unſcrip- 
< tural Phraſes,” p. 7. And 1 am of Opinion, 
that the intolerant Spirit, as well as the candid 
and charitable, are pretty equally prevalent i in 
the Gentlemen you ſet in Contraſt in your 
Letter. You know, Sir, how common it is 
for Gentlemen who compliment one another 
with being of liberal Sentiments, to repreſent 
the Orthodox, as they are called by Way of 
Contempt, as Men of narrow Minds and per- 
ſecuting Principles. If you ſhould favour the 
World with another Publication, I wiſh you 
would inform your Readers, whether | 
the Perſec utions by the Arians were leſs 


/ 


{ 23 1 
rious and ſanguinary than thoſe * the Athona- 
Kanus 

4 The great My. Jobe Heut, after mentioning tlie 

«« dreadful Perſecution of the Orthodox by the Arians, 
adds, «« who perſecuted the Orthodox (as one ſpeaks, 
46 writing of. thoſe Times) a great deal more harſhly, 
more ſeverely, more horridly, than ever the Pagans 
% had done before them; When even all the World 
« was againſt Athanaſius, and he alone was forced" to 
« ſuſtain? the Brunt of the whole World!” The Praſ⸗ 
coi State of the Chriſtian Intereſt before the End of T ime, 
. &c. publiſhed by Dr. Evans, p, 39. — And ſays the 
learned Dr. Jobn Owen, At the End of the fourth 
* and Beginning of the fifth Century, when the Aria 
« and Orthodox had ſucceſſively procured the Supreme 
4 Magiſtrate to join with them, Men were killed and 
40 diſmembered like Beaſts : Baniſhments, Impriſon- 
„ ments, Plunderings, eſpecially by the Arians, were 
as frequent as in new ſubdued Kingdoms.” To 
Which he almoſt immediately adds, The firſt Laws of 
% Conſtantine ſpeak Liberty and Freedom. Pecuniary 
„ Mul&s afterwards were added, and general -Edidts. 
«© againſt all Sects, and ſo it [“ the Doctrine of pu- 
* niſhing erring Perſons with Death, &c. under the 
Name of Hereticks,”] ** is put over into. the Hands 
«© of the Arians, who exceedingly cheriſhed it: yet for 
«© a good while Pretences muſt be ſought out; 'Euftathius 
of Antioch" muſt be accuſed. of Adultery, Athanaſius 
« of Sedition, Magick, and I know not what, that 
«« a Colour might be had for their Perſecution. The 

« Arian Kings in Africa were the firſt that owned it 
* openly, and acted according to their Perfuaſions. 

« Mlethinks I hear the Cries of poor diſmembered, 
mangled Creatures, for the Faith of the Holy Tri- 
T nity!” 4 Complete Colliction of — &c. publiſhed 
by Alx, p. 229, 230. 8 


Having, 
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'* Having, as I apprehend, in your Treatment 
of Athanafius, deviated from the Charity you fo 
ſtrenuouſly contend for, you are pleaſed alſo 
to attempt to depreciate the Character of Calvin, 
—that illuſtrious Inſtrument in the Reformation. "$0 
* Thus Calvin pleaded Conſcience, when he 
“ perſecuted Servetus to a violent Death,” . 
32.) You ſeem to inſinuate, that the Part 
Calvin acted in that unhappy Affair, was not 
from © Conſcience,” though poſſibly a miſ- 
guided one, but that he acted contrary to his 
Judgment, from Party-Zeal, and. ©. pleaded 
< Conſcience” for his Conduct. It would have 
been candid, if you had impartially ſtated the 
Part Calvin acted on that Occaſion, with its Cir- 
cumſtances. Was he Preſident of a Spiritual 5 
Court that condemned Servetus; or was Servetus 
ſentenced to die by the Civil M agiſtrate, ex- 
ecuting the Laws of the State? Was it purely 
religious Opinions, or was it the Manner of 
propagating them, that was, in ſome Meaſure, 
the Occaſion of his Sufferings? _Moſheim ſays, 
2 Calvix, when SkRvxrus had eſcaped from 
* his Priſon at Vienne, and was paſſing through 
4 Fwwitzerland, in order to ſeek Refuge in tral, 
* cauſed him to be apprehended at Geneva, 
< in the Year 1553, and had an Accuſation of 
“ Blaſphemy brought againſt him before the 


„Council; and a few Lines below gives 1 


Ser vetus this Character: His Faults were 


85 neither few nor trivial; ſince 1 it is well known 
that 3 


© wo” 


„ 1 3 
< that his exceſſive Arrogance was,accomp: 
with a malignant and contentious Spirit, an 
* invincible Obſtinacy of Temper, and a conſi- 15 
cc ſiderable Portion of Fanaticiſm *”, I never 
heard one of Calvins Admirers attempt to 

juſtify his Conduct in this Affair; let him bear 
the Blame he deſerves. It is admitted, he does 
not ſeem to have had thoſe Ideas of the ſacred 
Rights of Conſcience and religious Libere, 
which have ſpread in this Country in the pre- ' © 
ſent Century, but to haye had ſome Remains 
of the Leaven of Perſecution, that had influ- 
enced religious Profeſſors, of all Denominations, 45 
in former Ages. In other Reſpects, I never 5 
heard Calvin deſerved any other Character than 
that of a Scholar, a Gentleman, a Chrit 
and able Divine. I cannot ſee your View in 
introducing him in this Part of your Let- i i | 
ter, unleſs to give you an Opportunity to leſſen N ? 
his Reputation, from a Diſlike to ſome Doc-- 
trines he laboured to propagate, at the Re- 
formation, with great Judgment and Succeſs, 
: believing: them. to DE! founded on 127 Ward of 
f God. 52 
In page 0 you be . Genin 
Grotins, If there be any one Point in the 
© whole Compaſs of Chriſtian: Doctrine, n; 
23 which 1 it 1s eaſy, either to — in an Error, or 


* 


1 Balle. 2 vol. w. 8 171, 2d Edit. (1768). 
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« to be accuſed of being ſo, it is this of che 


" Trinity; ;” and then proceed, & Should many 
“ ſerious Chriſtians be found in the Rank of 


4 ſuch Accuſers, we need not be ſurprized.“ 


Permit me to aſk, Is it criminal to ſpeak of a 
Perſon agreeably to what he declares himſelf 
to be, or I have good Reaſon to believe him 
to be? Whena learned Miniſter has told me, 
- with honeſt Freedom, that he believes Jeſus Cbriſt 
was no more than a good Man, and in Con- 
verſa ation I call him a e is that immoral 
or uncharitable ; do I murder his Reputation? 
If I ſpeak of one who ſays, © The Father, 
Son, and Spirit, are only the Names and 
* Offices of the ſame Perſon,” am I a guilty 
„ Accuſer,” if I call him a Sabellian? If, on a 
proper Occaſion, 1 ſpeak of any Man agrecably 


| to his Profeſſion, is it a Breach of Charity ? But 


where is your Candour, to repreſent theſe 
+ ſerious Chriſtian Accuſers,“ as having all their 
Ideas“ [* of the Trinity . * confined within 


the narrow Limits of a particular Party, 


rand all their Ways of expreſſing it, dictated 
* to them by their Catechiſms and accuſtomed 
« Forms of Worſhip?” Have theſe ſerious 


« Accuſers,” think you, never read their Bibles | 


with fome Attention, and learned to think 
and ſpeak of the Object of their Worſhip with 
ſome Degree of Propriety? Do Parents who 
uſe Catechiſms i in educating their Children, teach 


them to believe the Truths contained in 
6 | them, 


. 


f 


they are Truths revealed in Scripture, and pro- 

duce Scripture-Proofs in Support of the Senti- 
ments they inculeate on the Minds of the tendet 
Objects of ' their Affection and Care? That 
reſpectable 4ſembly of Divines who compiled out 
Catechiſm; were ſo fur from wiſhing to have the 
Truths they advance believed upon their Au- 


thority, that they ſubjoin many Paſſages of 
Wc in Fe f * Dane, chey ” : 


culcate.- 

IT am ee 65 . ny Opinion? that the 
Revelation God has graciouſly given us is for 
the Benefit of Chriftians' of common Under- 
ſtranding, as well as for learned Men. Do ve 
find that Men of Genius and great Learning 
have been uniform in giving the Senſe of Serip- 
ture? You prove the contrary in the great 


Variety of Seutiments among ſuch you have 


| held up to View, (p. 8, &c.) reſpecting that 
leading Article of the Chriſtian Religion, the 


Doctrine of the Frinity. Some of them indeed 0 


agreed, in Subſtance, as to tlie Doctrines, that 
God is One, and that this One God is Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt, in three diſtin& Perſons, 
though they thought ſomewhat differently as to 
the: Modus of this Diſtin&ion ; while others of 
nem denied the Doctrine irſetf, and agreed only 
in oppoſing what I believe to be the Truth, 
| 5 81 and n, revealed in the Sacred Scrip- 

| 2 <3 tures, 


them, on cheir own Aſhe, on the con- 
krary, do not tbey recommend them, becauſe 
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„ 1 
tures. May i it not be feared theſe have too * 
exerted their Abilities, to explain away the ge · 
nuine Senſe of Scripture, rather than to embrace 
the Truths that are plainly made known therein, 
with Meekneſs, Love, and Humility of Mind? 
Do you wiſh your Readers to think, that the 
Divine Revelation is ſo vague, and its Meaning 
ſo obſcure and uncertain, that the various and 
oppolite Sentiments of learned Men are fairly 
deduced from it, by ſound Reaſonings and 
| juſt Conſequences, without pre-conceived No- 
tions, which have too often led Men to reject 
the ſublime Truths contained therein? Would 
not ſuch an Opinion of Scripture, imply an un- | 
becoming Reflection on the Sacred Writings.? 
With what Severity do you. indiſcriminately 
charge your Brethren, whom you call“ Ac. 
e cuſers,” who are Men of Herd. Sun: 
e tion, eſpecially Miniſters of the Goſpel,” with 
Immorality, ſo great as to murther: the Re- 
_ £* putation, of others, by Charges. without 
Proofs, or by plauſible Infinuations of ſuch | 
Things as have no real Exiſtence. bur, in 
« vulzar Prejudices ? Is not this“ (you add) 
M bolding the Truth in Unrighteouſneſs not as it 
is in Jeſus, but as it is in the grand Accuſer 
« the Brethren? Hath not ſuch a Temper and 
“Conduct a Tendency, in the moſt effetual 
« Manner, to prejudice the Minds of young 
N People, and eſpecially of young Divines, 
40 [againſt | the "oy Doctrine it is 2 M 
..6 — * Incul- | 


1 


| a 
< inculcate.?? Page 31.—1 believe, Sir, you 
would have been nearer the Truth, if you had, 


ſaid, Men of a preſumed Monopoly. of Rea-, 


ſon, Freedom of Thought, Charity and. Bene- 


volence, have beguiled many unguarded young 
Perſons, young Divines as well as ſome elder 
ones, from what (I eſteem) the molt i Important 

Doctrines of Chriſtianity, by Inſinuations that 
they are contrary to Reaſon and the Divine Per- 
fections, while, though they ſeem inconſiſtent 


with ſoine Mens“ preſent Mode of thinking, 
they are perfectly conſiſtent, in Reality, with 
ſolid Reaſon aſſiſted by divine Revelation. 


How many hopeful promiſing young Men 
have been tempted to caſt off the Principles 
inſtilled into them by pious Parents, from ha- 

ving been told, in a jeering artful Manner, that 

their Minds were ſhackled in their Educa- 


tion, who, to give Evidence that they are 
Rational Men, have eagerly ſwallowed the Bait, 


and embraced contrary Opinions, without ſe- 
riouſiy examining any one of them, Either. by 


Reaſon or Revelation , 
I proceed to ſome Remarks on what you ſay 


to your Friend, at the * hoſpitable Manſion that 
„had often entertained — Company whoſe 


Cenſures of others, and particularly of their 
reverend Brethren, have occaſioned not a 
6 little Pain to his candid Mind,” (p. 34). 


Muſt. your Readers think, that the ungeateel it 


Par of the © Company, whoſe Cenſures are 
C 2 7 5 alluded 


f 
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alluded to, were the Tr mmitarian Guelts at "Ol 


« hoſpitable Manſion ?” It is poffible, ſome of 


them may have offended againſt the Rules of Po- 


liteneſs, and perhaps of Propriety, yet, 1 aſſure 
you, if you know as much of one Part of Man- 


uncharitable, contemptible, Way of ſpeaking | 


of others, on Account of different Sentiments, 
is not peculiar 'to the Gentlemen againſt whom 


your Letter is particularly pointed. It is, Sir, 
my ſettled Opinion, that a temperate Zeal in 
the Tyinitarians, in Defence of their Principles, 


is not only innocent but virtuous, as they think 


the Belief of ſome Doctrines of the Goſpel . - 
of great Importance to the Chriſtian Life and 
Practice, while their Opponents freely declare 
cbheir Opinion, that it is of no great Conſe- 


quence what a Man believes, if his Life and 
Converſation be conſiſtent with the Character 
of a. good moral Man, and yet, at the fame 


Time they attempt, by all Means, to propagate 8 
their tn Sentiments with great Induſtry. | 


- 


Were the Doctrines of Divine Revelation 


Matters of mere Speculation, I ſhould eſteem it 


a Thing of great Indifference, what a Man be- 

lieves, but 1 am of a very different Opinion. | 
The true Chriftian will have his Practice in- 
fluenced by the Doctrines he maintains. For 
Inſtance, if he believes the proper Deity of the 

Son of God, and is conſiſtent, he will pay him 
Divine Religious Worſhip, and not incur the Guilt 
710 | 9 85 6 * 
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of withholding that Honour which is Ade 8 
his divinely glorious Rodeemer; on t 
Hand, if he believes the Lord Jeſus Chrift to 

be but a Creature, how exalted: ſoever, he either 
muſt refuſe to worſhip him, or if he gives 
Religious Worſhip to him, incur the Guilt 
of 1dolatry. The Idea of Supreme and Subords- 
nate Religious Worſhip, appears to me to have no 
Foundation in the Holy Scriptures, © though 
you ſeem to countenance fuch a Notion, by your 
Quotations from My. Simon Browne and MF. 


Richard Barter“, (p. $2—84, ſecond Edition.) 


The former of theſe Gentlemen bs. been 
"pleaſed 


The Word Worſhip is uſed in Scripture in two Senſes. 
lt is ſometimes put for civil Ræſpad, and ſometimes for 
&Y religious Homage. In the frſt Senſe, Abraham pore 
«© ipped the Sons of Heth, (Gen, xiii, 12.) and Nebu-- 
« chadnezzar worſhipped Daniel, that is to ſay, hg 
*© made Daniel a great many Gifts, declaring at the 
* ſame Time, that Daniel's God was GOD O 
« GODS, (Dan. ii. 46, 47,) But in the ſecond 
Meaning, it is inapplicable to every Creature, and 
* belongs to God alone; The Ideas of /upreme- and 
* ſubordinate religious Worſhip,' are unknown to the 
Holy Scriptures. Th ſhalt WORSHIP THE ' 
% LORD: THY GOD, and HIM ONLY fhale 
thou ſerve, is a Law of all Ages, and belongs 0 
* Chriſtians as well as Jews.“ Robinſon” s Plea, p. 25, 
14 3. Suppoſe an Antitrinitarian, in his Subordinate 
iir bis of our Lord Jeſas Chriſt, ſhould expreſs himſelf 
thus, I adore thee as Almighty God, in whom dwells 
“ the F ulneſs of Divine berater — ab- 
| 1 7 Tang we 
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pleat to inform his Readers, that Worſhip 

jn general is nothing elſe but inward Reſpect 

to a ſuperior Being, in Proportion to its 


« „ Known Excellencies, Rank, State, Power, 
<< &c.. expreſſed by proper external Signs.“ 


What the learned Gentleman's Deſign in this 


Definition of Waorſpip was, I cannot pretend m 
determine ; but, . it may be conjectured, it was 


to defend the Antitrinitarians from the Charge of 
Idolarry, in the Worſhip they pay or profeſs to 
pay to our Lord Feſus Chriſt, by Virtue of a 
Divine Command, though at the ſame Time 
they believe him to be a mere Creature. But 


the Gentlemen who adopt that Notion would do 


well to conſider, that it is as impoſſible for that 
God. whoſe Command it is, (Matt. iv. 10.) 
<« Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy God, and 
Him only ſhalt thou ſerve, ” to command the 
Worſhip of 'a Creature, as it is for the God of 
Truth who © cannot lie,” to command the 
Practice of Falſhood and. Deceit. And, by the 
Way, our being required to honour the Son 
<.even as we honour the Father,” (Jobn v. 23.) is 
ſo far from obliging us to worſhip a Creature, 

that his Divinity is the Reaſon of the Command 


to give him Divine Honour, and this Com- 
mand to © Wen or worſhip * the Son,” is 


. 1 5 aà ſtrong 


„ i belte arenen Inbependency, or Self Origins 
4 <476n), theſe Divine Perfections are to be aſeribed to 
«< the Father only.” What would you think of Auch 


Worſhip as this? 


t 23 5 : 
i ſtrong Proof of his proper Deity: The fore- 
going Thoughts lead me to diſapprove of what 
the learned and pious Mr. Rauter declares, 
Had God bid me pray to Angels, I would 
oy not. have refuſed it, but have taken it for my 
Honour.“ I ſhould not have expected a 
Suppoſition from this great Man that implies an 
Abſurdity; what greater one can there be, than 
for God to command, and forbid a T 
the ſame Time? | — OO 
- ; TheDeſign'of ariel bl Kc) is 
obvious to every intelligent Reader. Why 
ſhould not unſcriptural Speculations be as 
* tolerable in others, as in ourſelves?” ' They 
certainly ſhould be ſo; but not Matter of Pride 
to any, and not to be indulged without great 
Caution. Have they not the ſame Right to 
* exerciſe” the Faculty of Imagination and In- 
vention as we have? Doübtleſs they 
have; but à fertile Imagination? uncoh- 
| trolled by proper Rules, has been of dangerbus 
Conſequence, and introduced much Coffuſioi 
among Chriſtians. ' Is not Fallibilit) 45 in? 
6 ſeparable from our Character as from their 
IL admit it freely; but at the ſame Time wifh ou 
to obſerve; that this Queſtion implies” a very 
invidious and unjuſt Reflection on your Bre⸗ 
thren; have you ever  converſed”” with one of 
them, who had, the Arrogance to pretend to 
5 Infallibility ? Have they not thie fame 
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Uncandid Infinuation;! The Perſons you re- 
proach maintain the Right of Private Judgment, 
and of every Man's' interpreting Scripture for 
kunfelf ; but they know that Right” is not a 
Preſervative againſb forming a falſe Judgment, 
or embracing and propagating even what are 
called, by an Apdftle,. ©  datnnable Hereſies,“ 
2 Pat. il. 1. Though the ſacred Writer does 
vot enutmerate theſe Hereſies,” except that 
capital one, denying the Lord that bought 
« them, certainly they were not innocent Er- 
rots,/ but of dangerous: Tendency. This Tert 
ſhould guard: Profeſſors. againſt an Indifference. 
as to Truth and Ergar, and excite; Miniſters 
eſpecially, to a ſerious uniform Concern. for 
Truth, and to promote it with all the Zeal thee 

is conſiſtent with the Chriftian Temper, 

After having propoſed various "ns 
ſpecting your dptitrinitarian: Friends, vou proceed 
to aſk, whether, In all theſe Reſpects, they do 
« not. juſtly lain our Eſteem?” To this it may 
be. replied, we. do reſpec and 6 eſteem”.them, 
for every Virtue; every Excellence that e 
their Characters. Why then do you charge 
your Brethren, with © * bigoted. and unfriendly | 
77 <« Thoughts of others ?” But it is conſiſtent 
wich the. apparent Deſign of your Letter. Tou 
fyrther Query, ** Are they not perfectly agreed 
5. with. us in acknowledging One God, and One © 
e Mediator _ e- the Ae ae of 


3 


E 
but differ as much in Sentiment as in our Ideas 
of Creator and Creature. You proceed to aſk, 
“Is not ſuch an Agreement an infinitely 
ee ftronger Bond of Union than any Mode of 
* mere human Speculation or Expreſſion ? 
Permit me to aſk what you mean by a Mode 
«© of mere human Speculatian or Expreſſion?ꝰ 
If you aim to make your Readers believe that 
the Tyinitarians and Antitrinitarians differ only 
or principally in Matters of © Speculation of #2 
6 Expreſſion,” it is an Attempt to deceive 
them, as you very well know, the Subject of 
the Controverſy is, whether there is one Perſon 
in the Godhead, even the Father, or whether 
there are three Perſons in the Godhead, and the 
Son and Holy Spirit be God eſſentially equal 
with the Father, though perſonally diſtinct 
from him? I ſincerely wiſh theſe Things were 
attended to in a Manner ſuited to their Im- 
eme, You further aſæ, 1bat doth binder — 
* — you Gentlemen in particular, from giving Re 
- © them the Right-hand of Fellowſhip in every \ = 
c miniſteriat Function?“ If by that you mean 8 - 
or include, joining in the Solemnity of their Or- 
dinations, I anſwer, A Gentleman exerciſing the 
Right of private Judgment, may, with . 
greateſt Propriety, refuſe to give the Rigbi. 5 
* hand of Fellowſhip” to a Candidate for tun 
ſacred Miniſtry, who declines to give Satisfac- . _ 
tion as to his Belief of the moſt important Ar- — AY 
ticles * the Chriſtian Faith, nor does Chriſtian _ 
D Charity. = 
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Charity oblige any Man to a different Conduct. 
It appears to me to be inconſiſtent with that 
c Simplicity and godly Sincerity,” which is 
required of us all, for a young or an old 

Divine, to conceal his Sentiments in Matters of | 
Religion, eſpecially if he prevaricates, or acts 
as though he wiſhes to have it thought he 
believes What in Reality he does not believe e. 
I think it would occaſion very Wende 
Reflections in the Mind of a truly conſcientious 
Miniſter, who believes the great Importance of 
the Trinitarian Doctrine, and others neceſſarily 
connected with it, ſhould he knowingly, or | 
even incautiouſly, bear a Part in the Ordina- 


tion of a Gentleman in the oppoſite Scheme, 


who, it is reaſonable to preſume, will, in his 
future Miniſtry, endeavour to propagate ſuch 
Sentiments as are, in the Opinion of the or- 
daining Miniſter, ſubverſive of thoſe which he 
thinks of the higheſt Importance in Divine 
Revelation. 

I know it is ſaid of Some, and I fear with too 
much Truth, that in Preaching they confine 


them- a 


* „There is an Art of ſubſcribing one Thing, and 
* believing another: of preaching that a Part is greater 
4% than a Whole, and believing that a Whole is greater 
c than a Part: but this Art transforms the grave Mi- 


* nifter of Chriſt into the fantaſtic Harlequin of the 
„ Stage; and an honeſt Man, however he may laugh at 


« a Trick in the Theatre, is ſhocked at the Idea of a 
«© Knave in the Church.” Rob. Pla, p. 83. 


„ | 
themſelves to PraZical, and do not treat upon 
what they call Controverſial Subjects. Let me 
aſk; what Doctrine of divine Revelation is not a 
Subject of Controverſy? And if ſuch are not to 
be inſiſted upon, on proper Occaſions, the 
Chriſtian Miniſter, as he may be called, differs 
but little from a Preacher of mere Morality. 
I apprehend it may be ſaid of ſuch Mi- 
niſters, they handle the Word of God” par- 
tially, if not “ deceitfully,” 2 Corinth. iv. 2. 

not like the Apoſtle, who did not ſhun to 
* declare all the Counſel of God,” Adds xx. 27. 
and was * determined not to know any Thing 
* amongſt the Corinthians, ſave Jeſus Chriſt and 
him crucified.” 1 Cor. ii. 2. If Chriſtians are to 
be taught moral Duties only, for what Purpoſe 
are the peculiar Truths of Chriſtianity revealed? 
I never could think it conſiſtent with the 
miniſterial Character, the Honour of Chriſt, 
and the Good of precious Souls, for a Miniſter 
to be deficient in Endeavours to eſtabliſh his 
People, in what be apprehends to be the pecu- 

liar Doctrines of the Goſpel, however deſirous 
he may be to inculcate moral Virtue; which! 
eſteem truly amiable, highly important, and 
abſolutely neceſſary. Does not the Chriſtian 
Character conſiſt in a Belief of the Truths re- 
vealed in Scripture, in Connection with the 
Practice of commanded Duties, under their pro- 
per Influence? It is my Opinion, if the Judg- 
%% ment 
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ment is erroneous, it will have a bad Rae f 
on practical Chriſtianity, | g 
If J am properly concerned owt the Salva : 
tion of my Soul, and believe, that the complete 
Righteouſneſs: of Chriſt alone is the Ground 
of a Sinner's Juſtification before God, that will 
be the ſole Object of my Truſt and Confidence; 
but if I believe my good Works are, in ax 
Refpe&, the Way eſtabliſhed in the Goſpel for 
the Juſtification of a Sinner, and act conſiſtently, 
I ſhall regard them as the Ground of my Ac- 
ceptance with God the Judge of all.” If I 
think the common, general, Aſſiſtance of the 
Grace of God, ſufficient to ſanctify the polluted 
Soul, I ſhall be induced to truſt too much 
to my natural Power; but if I believe the 
Holy Spirit is the Author, Promoter, and 
Finiſher of Sanctification in the Souls of Be- 
lievers, I ſhall ſee the Propriety, yea the Ne. 
ceſlity, of a conſtant Dependance on his Opera- 
tions on my Soul, to form me into the Image 
of Chriſt, and fit me for that State where no- 
thing that is unholy can enter, or enjoy the 
pure Felicity of Heaven. If I believe Children 
are born perfectly free from what is uſually 
called Original Sin, how can I, with the Pſalmiſt, 
confeſs, ** Behold ! I was ſhapen in Iniquity, 
and in Sin did my Mother conceive me;“ 
Pſalm li. 5. or humbly acknowledge myſelf to be, 
like the Apoſtle Paul and the Ephefians, who, 
we arc  allured, * were by Nature Children of 


1 Wrath, 
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„ Wrath, even as others?” 1 am per- 
ſuaded, ſuch Reflections as theſe have a Ten- 
dency to ſhew the Importance of believing the 
principal Doctrines of the Goſpel, and to con- 
vince ſerious Minds of their being much more 
momentous than Many are willing to admit. 
They are certainly more than Matters of Spe- 
culation, and there is a real Difference in Mens 
Sentiments concerning them, not merely in their 
Expreſſions, or Explanations, 
I have before me a Pamphlet, in my Efteens, 
very judicious, which, I am told, was wrote 
by the late pious and truly excellent My. Joſepb 
Williams, of Kidderminſter, who was an honourable 
Member of your Church. Irs Title is, The 
Principal Cauſes of * Diviſions in 
*« Diſſenting Congregations,” &c. As I hear you 
are collecting Materials, with an Intention of 
writing the Life of that worthy Gentleman, I 
hope to ſee proper Notice taken of this Pam- 
Phlet, wherein, after enumerating ſeveral Doc- 
trines which he eſteemed the Peculiarities of the 
Goſpel, and the Truths of Divine Revelation, 
and expreſſing his Sentiments of the Manner 
in which they have been treated by ſome Mi- 
niſters, he goes on, declaring theſe Doctrines to 
have been the received Doctrines of the 
* Church of Chriſt in all Ages,” ſays, they 
4 were ſtrongly aſſerted by our Lord himſelf,” 
and then, ſpeaking of a Miniſter, concludes the 
ly _ If he, on the other Hand, 
Sn £7 proves -. 
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preach up the Religion of Nature, i he 


makes the Nature, Reaſon, and Fitneſs of 
Things, to be the chief and almoſt only 
Principles on which he builds the Doctrines 


of Religion, inſtead of the Holy Scriptures, 


exceſſively magnifying Benevolence, univer- 
fal Charity, and the Practice of ſocial Duties, 


as. the Sum and End of Religion, as what 
« procures ſatisfying Peace and Pleaſure in this 


Life, moſt nearly reſtores Man to his firſt 
and primitive State, is productive of the 
neareſt Conformity to God, and in the beſt 
Manner ſecures and Prepares us for the 


Kingdom of Heaven; we cannot eſteem ſuch 


to be Goſpel Preaching, nor ſuch Preachers 
the Miniſters of Chrift, and Stewards of the 
Myſteries of God.” Page 27. 


You further aſk, © Why does not Love to 


Chriſt and his Members, and Zeal for the 


Honour and Intereſt of our common Chriſ- 


tianity, oblige us to maintain Chriſtian Com- 
munion with them, on every Occaſion, and 
without the leaſt Interruption ?”* (Page 74.) 


I ſuppoſe you mean with thoſe who di fer in the 


moſt important Docirines of Revelation. Permit 


me, Sir, to aſk, what would be your ſerious 


"Thoughts of a Communion of Chriſtians, ſuppoſe 
at the ſolemn Ordinance of the Lord's Supper, 
when the Belief of the Object of their Worſhip is 


ſo various and oppoſite, as is that of the Tri- 


nitarians and Antitrinitarians | ? What a Commy- 


nion 


1 
nion would that be, where ſome of the Ca 
municants- believe the Doctrine of the Trinity, 
conſequently the Deity of the Son of God, and 

the Holy Ghoſt, others of them, that the 
« Father, Son, and Spirit, are only the Names 
and Offices of the ſame Perſon, who was in 
<« Heaven called the Father, on Earth the Son, 
“ and, as exerting his Power on the Creation, 
% the Holy Spirit;” ſome of them think, 
that Chriſt is“ a mere Man, and had no Exiſt- 
„ ence before his Incarnation ;* others, hold 
« Chriſt to bg only the firſt and moſt glorious 
« Creature of God;” and others perſuaded, 
e 'that there is one Supreme Being, who is the 
Father, and that the Son and Holy Ghoſt are 
* two ſubordinate, derived, and dependant 
„ Beings?” Page-25th—28th. If a Church, 
compoſed of Trinitarians, cannot, conſiſtently 
with their Conſciences, receive Antitrintarians 
into their Communion, it appears to me improper 
and uncandid, for the latter to deſire to enter 
into ſuch Churches, and if refuſed to be ad- 
mitted, then to reproach them, as offending 
- againſt the Rules of Chriſtian Charity. Suppoſe 
ſome of all the Opinions that you have enu- 
merated were preſent, what a ſtrange heteroge: 7 
neous .Communion would this Ty I oC 
may be ſaid, it would be no Communion, except 
in the external Part of the Ordinance. In my 
preſent View of Things, I could not fatisfy -_ 
. to join in ſuch a Communion as this. It 


5 | appears : 


f 


© 

appears to me very deſirable, that Perſons of 
different Opinions, reſpecting the Obje# of Vor- 
Hip, ſhould affociate with ſuch Congregations 
as profeſs the ſame Faith with themſelves. Such 
a Rule of Conduct, attended to, would have 
prevented many unhappy Diviſions. I have 
maintained Friendſhip with ſeveral Gentlemen 
of very amiable Characters, who were Antitrini- 
tariaus, without Reſerve, and have had a real 
Eſteem for them, and ſhould have been glad of 
Opportunities to ſhow it by Acts of Candor and 
Charity; at the ſame Time, I muſt have had 
conſiderable Objections againſt Joining: with 
them in Church Communion. 

I defire to entertain the higheſt Regard for 
true, genuine Charity, towards our Chriftian 
Brethren, though they may differ in Opinion. 
To wiſh and endeavour to promote their real 
Happineſs, is the proper Exerciſe of it; but it 
is no Part thereof to ſooth and compliment 
thoſe who we think in an Error, though, I fear, 
it is too often practiſed, rather to procure their 
| Efteem, than from upright honourable Inten- 
tions to promote the Cauſe of Truth. It is real 
Charity, by proper Means, with Decency and a 
Chriſtian Temper, ro endeavour to reſtore our 
+Friends, when we think they are fallen from 
the Truth; but I know, from Experience and 
Obſervation, that Men of different Sentiments 
too often deviate from ſuch a Rule of Conduct, 
| and I have Reaſon to think, that none are more 

| chargeable 


1 


chargeable therewith, than the Gentlemen who 
plead moſt for Charity, though it is eaſily 
known, it is for Charity to themſelves, and at 
the ſame Time they are endeavouring to ſpread 
their own Opinions, while they treat others as 
Bigots, Enthuſiaſts, &c. and as Perſons pro- 
moting Doctrines ſubverſive of Religion and 
Morality; ; a moſt uncharitable, un juſt Reprodch, 
though eaſy to be refuted. 5 
You inform us of ſome Objectionsꝰ made E 
againſt your Letter. The firſt you mention in 
theſe Words, < Becauſe the Word, Trinity, is 
9 repreſented as unknown to the apoſtolic Fa- 
+ thers, and the Abuſe of it as diſpleaſing to 
66 Luther and Calvin, Tam therefore accuſed of & 
attempting wholly to explode the Word it- 
«. ſelf,” (p. 87.) Indeed, Sir, I do not won 
der, that a Suſpicion ſhould ariſe in the Ob-. 
jectors' Minds, of your wiſhing and attempting i 
to explode the Word altogether, ' as you evi-' 


dently endeavour to explode the Uſe of it, in 


reſpe& to what is uſually called the Doctrine of 
the Trinity. But be that as it may, it is plain 

you diſlike the Word, becauſe, when it is uſed 
in „Prayer,“ * it tends to hide from Multitudes, ' 

« the infinitely important and the -only Way 
of obtaining Divine Forgiveneſs and Accept- 
** ance, even our coming to God for Mercy ' 

< through his Son Jeſus Chriſt, by the Holy 
” Spiriro®- If J could think this a Juſt Ob- 
ſervation, 1 ſhould have no better Opinion of 


. wh; 
the Word than you, have; but it is well known, 
that they who hold the Doctrine of the 7 rinity, 
underſtand this Way of approaching t to God as 
well as others, and eſteem it as highly, and 
perhaps inſiſt upon it much more fully and 
clearly, They believe Jeſus Chriſt to be God-. 
man, and the only Mediator between God. 
7” and Man,” they alſo believe the Holy Spirir 
to be, not only a Divine, Perſon, but likewiſe 
the Author and Giver of all Grace, and that his 
ſacred Influences are neceſſary in all their 
3 to 2 Add to mnie chat wy: 
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br 4 — Chriſt by. the Holy Spirit,” 1 ngo 
aan, 3 Gin foal 

You need not. Kms « epd ed ros 
te the Incompetency of any Phr aſes, fully to 
tt expreſs a ſublime Doctrine of pure Revela- 
* tion ;” it is allowed by all, that Language is 
© incompetent” to that Purpoſe, and that the 
human Mind is incapable to form adequate 
Ideas thereof, As to your being accuſed af a 
« Deſign to repreſent the Doctrine itſelf as of 
e little Importance, & c. I cannot pretend to 
aſcertain. the Degree of its © Importance“ in 
your Mind, as you have not been pleaſed to in- 
dulge your Readers, by being explicit with 
Reſpect to the Doctrine of the Trinity, or any 
| other of the pn rin of the Goſpel: 
* 


1 1 


Letter, that you think it of leſs Conſequence, 
if of any, than many learned, judicious, pious 
Chriſtians believe it to be; and, if a Judgment 
may be formed from your Plan of Communion 
with all who © acknowledge One God and One 
« Mediator between God and Man, the Man 
„ Chriſt Jeſus,” however different their Senti- 
ments may be, it ſeems to be of no great Im- 
portance in your preſent View, whether they 
believe the great Truths of Revelation or not, 
provided they uſe the ſame Scripture Phraſes: 


5 It is urge „* vou ſay, as a paruilei | Caſe, | 


that the Doctrine of Divine Ommipreſence is 


% more capable of particular Explanation 


“ rhan this of the Trinity. But the learned 
t and ingenious Objector will be pleaſed to 
<< conſider, that the former is a Truth of Na- 
<« tural Religion, while the latter abſolutely 
depends on Revelation; in which View the 
<<. Cafes are far from being parallel, (p. 89.) 
But is not · the Doctrine of the Divine Omni- 
* preſence „a Truth; are we not to believe it; 


or is it of no Importance whether we believe 


it ot not, though our Ideas are not, cannot be, 
commenſurate to this Object? I am at a Loſs 
to ſee the Force of your Reaſoning. here. If 
a © Trinity” of Perſons in the Divine Eſſence 
is a Truth of Revelation,“ and the Dine 
Omnipreſenee a Truth of Natural Religion, Ng 
both which are allowed incapable of a pa 
« cular-Explanation,” js it more rational: to be- 
lieve © the latter” than * the former?” Certainly. 
E 2 not. 


oh it is evident, from the general Scope of your 


* 


E 8-] 
not. The Scripture, the Standard of Dirie 
Truth, demands our Belief more than the fal- 
lible Reaſonings of Men, as to what they call 
“Natural Religion.” I have heard much of 
e Natural Religion,” and believe, that Many 


think too highly of its Sufficiency, without the 
Aſſiſtance af Revelation, and I have often 
wiſhed the learned Gentlemen, who talk fo 


much af it, would define it with greater Accu- 


racy than I have known it done, as it *pprares 


to me a vague Expreſſion, 


The proper Way to judge of Natural 


© Religion,” is to'oþſerve what has been, and 


what now is, the Religion of the Heathen 


Nations, even of the moſt learned among them. 


Some of them had an Idea of a Supreme 
Being, and feeble Notions of ſame of his 
Perfections; but it is probable, theſe were ob- 
tained from the Fews. As there was an exten 


and the Gentiles, it cannot be doubted but they 
had ſome Knowledge of the Jeuiſb Religion, and 
particularly of the firſt Principle of it, the 
Unity ef God. Learned Men had formerly, 
as well as of late, a Curioſity to be informed of 
the Religion of other Nations, and it is pro- 
bable ſome of them travelled into Judea, and 


— 


obtained Copies of the Hebrew Scriptures. 


It is certain, theſe were tranſlated into Greek, 

and it might be from them that ſome of the great 

- Philoſophers and Moraliſts among the Greeks, | 

the Romans, and other Countries, derived the 

Sentiments which many ſeem to extol almoſt ta 
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Enthuflaſm; though I have often wondered, 
that Men of ſuch Genius and Application, to 
Study, (ſhould , not have obtained more ra- 1 
tional Ideas of the true God, by contemplating 4 
the Works of Creation and Providence, but 4 
have invented ſuch a Rabble of Deities, to 
whom they paid Religious Worſhip, that diſ- 
graces human Nature in its preſent State, and 
muſt lower the Ideas of its. Dignity, in the 


Opinion of every conſiderate Man. However, 9 
let the ancient Sages have the Praiſe they have 1 
merited, the modern ones, who enjoy the Light 1 
of Revelation, have but little Reaſon to boaſt | 3 


of their Diſcoveries ; the ſolid Principles of moral 
Virtue, the Being and Attributes of the Deity, and. 
the Doctrine of Providence, being ſo well under- of 
ſtood among Chriſtians of common Attain- 
ments, by the Inſtructions of the Holy Sgriptures, | | /1 
It gives me great Concern, when, I hear Men of | 
conſiderable Abilities trying to: prove, from 
what they call the Light of Nature, ſome great 
Truths that are clearly revealed in Scripture, 
while they avoid Arguments drawn from Re- 
velation; and thus endeavoux to exalt human 
Reaſon, and leſſen Men's Regard to the Revela- 
tion of God hiinſelf. Rather let the gracious 
Author of the Light wherewith we are bleſſed 
above the Heathen Nations, be exalted in our 
ſincere and moſt devour MOORE: on thet Ac- 
aan [40s 5: A FFF 
It may not ng improper to. 7 0-0 in what a 

difingenuous __ your Aube treated a Va- 
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rey of Authors you have Wer 1 walt in. | 


ſtance a few only, © ; 


In your * firſt Edition (p. 23, Now: 5 


you quote Calvin as having explicitly 
& deolared, © I like not this Prayer, 0 bob, 
« Bleſſed, and gloribus Trinity, have Mercy on us; 
«jt favours of Barbarity. The Word Trinity is 
* barbarous, infipid, prophane ; a human Invention, 
grounded on no Teſtimony of God's Word; the Po- 
s piſh God or Idol, altogether unknown to the Pro- 


4. pbets and Apoſtles.” The former Part of this 
Quotation differs from that in your 2d Edit. 


p. 78. And the latter Part of it, I am informed, 
18 not found in Calvin; which J am the more 
ready to believe,. as you have left it out in chat 
Edition. For what Reaſon it was introduced in 
the firſt, you are the proper Judge. However, 
it appears from your Quotation in the ſecond 
Edition, Calvin believed T hat there are three 


Perſons in one Eſſence; and if he diſliked the 


Word Trinity, he approved of the Term Perſon, 


\ 


But, it is not clear to me, that Calvin diſap- | 


proved of the word Trinity, ſo much, if at all, as 


of that Form of Addreſs, ** © Holy —_— thou 


done God, have Mercy on a? 512 
In Page 53, you ſpeak of the pious N. Ha- 
lyburton” as © one of the moſt orthodox Divines 


e of the Church of Scotland,” and repreſent him 
« in the neareſt Views of Eternity” as ſaying, 
] leave this one Advice more to my Family, 


<« that whereas we have a Proſpect of divided 


„Times, and different Apprehenſions and 


Practices among Miniſters and People; be- 


1 « ware 


1 
40 ware of intereſting yourſelves i in thoſe Dif- 
t ferences, or entertaining Prejudices againſt 
6 Miniſters upon the one Hand or the other; 
„There will be faithful Miniſters on both 
Sides, and on either Hand they will act, ac- 
* cording to their Light, ſincerely, Whoever 
© ſhall [weaken any of their Hands, will find no 
„Peace in it at the Cloſe of the Day. I love 


5 their Perſons. that differ from me, and 1 value 


| what. I ſee of God in thee, But I am to ca 
* no Man Maſter but Chriſt.” - Halyburton's Life, 


_ 


p. 180, 194. As your Pamphlet treats N 


pay of the Sentiments of learned Men con- 
cerning the Trinity, and inculcates a. Sort of 
Indifference as to what a Man may believe on 


that Subject, which you eſteem Candour | or Cha- f 


rity, c n you think that any of our Readers 
would n ſuppoſe, that .the,V 
from Mr. Hahlurton were inte 


differing from him, reſpecting the Doctrine of 
the Trinity? But if you had. fairly quoted the 


Paſſage, all your. Readers would have clearly 
ſeen, that, was not what the good Man intended 


in his dying Advice to his F amily, but a Thing 


PE ES 


of quite a; different Nature; viz. an Oath re- 


quired to be taken; about this, wiſe and ex- 


cellent Men differed in Opinion, and ' conſe, 
quently in Practice. Immediately after the 
Words in your. Quotation, “ Apprehenſions 


* and Praices amang Miniſters ang. People,” 
| Mr. z 


ords you quote 
nded to recom- 
mend to his Family a high Eſteem of Miniſters 


My. Halyburton adds, © particularly about this 


WE 


„ Oath of Abjuration,” though you have for ſome 


Purpoſe, ſuppreſſed this Part of the Sentence, 


The Cauſe is to be ſuſpected that needs ſuch 
unmanly Attempts to lJappart t 


as 


1 


c 


TA 


Lou are pleaſed to quote Dr. Owen, (p. s 3) 


affirming * The Command of God is the 
Ground and Reaſon of all religious Worſhip. 
The Angels are to worſhip the Lord Chriſt, 
the Mediator; and the Ground of their ſo 


* doing is God's Command. He faith, Worſhip 
&« hit, all ye Angels,” (Owen on Heb. Vol. I. 


p. 98.) I preſume you are well acquajnted with 


Dr. Owen's Writings, and I cannot think yoy 


are candid in the Quotation; if thereby y you 
would have it believed, that the Doctor though he 


E 


the poſitive Command of God was the only or 
mow oh Reaſon for the religious'Worſhip to 


paid to Jeſus Chriſt. ' Perhaps the Doctors 


Sentiments may not be fully expreſſed in your 
Quotation, or his Meaning well underſtood, 
Let his Opinion be judged of 'as explained by 
himſelf, when profeſfedly treating on the Sub- 


ject. 


FThe Perſon of Chriſt is the Object of 


40 divine Honour and Worſhip. The formal 
« Odject and Reaſon hereof is the Divine Na- | 


"66 


cc 


ture, and its eſſential infinite Excellencies. 5 
For they are nothing but that Reſpect unto 
the Divine Being, which is due unto it from 
all rational Creatures, regulated by Revela- 


tion, and enforced by Divine Operations. 
1 Mbereſom 


. 
i Wherefore the Perſon of Chriſt is primarily 
the Object af Divine Honour and Worſhip; 
upon the Account of his Divine Nature and 
+ Excellerivies”  (Owei's Glorious. Myſtery of 
the Perſon of Chriſt, Chap: 9. P. 11 3; 4th Edit.) 
Hence it appears, that the DoZor's Opinion, on 


this Subject, was, that the Command to worſhip 


our Lord Jeſus was to inforce a Duty antece- 
dently incumbent on all rational Creatures; 


founded on the Divine Perfections of his Na- 


ture; and che Relations they ſtand in to him; 


and | not n or ae on a Lees 


Commaundq. . 

From the ao mates Fahy I ea forth 
of your Candid Neflections, it appears evi 
dent to me, that you'thave deviated from the 
Principles of Moderation which you profeſs to 
inculcate; and have ſhewn, not only a Want of 
Charity for many of your Brethren, but an In- 
clination to leſſen their Reputation in the 
Eſteem of profeſſing Chriſtians; to divert them 
from their ſerious Dndeavours to eſtabliſh their 
Friends in the Belief of thoſe Truths which are 
the Glory of the Goſpel; and to prevail with 
them to ſtand uneoncerned Spectators of the 


Spread of Errors in the preſent Day, notwith- 
ſtanding, to allude to your own Expreſſion, 
wn there never was a Time when the different 

ce of Uuitarians were more numer- 


+ ous.” page 70, Edit: iſt. But ſo far as you 
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| ſacceed/in' this Attempt with young or _ 


i? 
SY 
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41, 
_ wary. Minds, wherdar of Miniſſers or mhers; 
you are injuring}. the Cauſe of Truth and a 
Charity, and perhaps betraying the Truth, for 
which, I. ee you were an Hadventy in 
Time paſt. 5 all 00 Ie A 
It is probable; Sir, | Patdrngl Affection * 
hw betrayed you to hold up your Trinitarian 
Brethren: to the Public in an unfavourable, if 
not in an unjuſt Light; as it is knowny/you 
were diſguſted at a Circumſtance that happened 
the Day of our Son's Ordination at Beamiſter. 
Mr. R——-w- of Bridport, was invited by:Let-: 
ter from the young Gentleman to tale Part ãn 
the Solemnity; which: was received only the 
Evening before. A. R —1 is a Gentleman 
of eſtabliſhed Reputation, whoſt Conduct is 
regulated by Deliberation. It is a ſettled Point 
with him, not to be active in ordaining a Mi- 
niſter, without being ſatisfied, reſpecting his 
' Belief. of what he thinles to be the principal 
Doctrines of the Goſpel, particularly The. 
Divinity. of our Lord Jeſus Obriſ. Mir. R 
went from Bridport to Beamiſter to converſe with 
your Son. On taking the Freedom to aſk his 
Sentiments concerning the Divinity of our Lord, 
the young Gentleman read out of his Confeſſion” 
of Faith a ſhort Article concerning, Chriſt, 
wherein was this ſcriptural Expreſſion, In him 
< dwelleth all the Fulneſs of the Godhead bodi- 
« ly.” Mr. R. knowing, that even a Saciman 
vould declare; his Faith in uch Scripture Lan- 
N A | Buage, 


guage, requeſted ſome Exxplatiagion; and aſked; 


Nature he. is/Godrin the higheſt Senſe of the 
% Word“ The Reply was to this Import, 
Ido not believe it; for if that was my Sen- 
+. timent, I muſt. believe that there are two 
& Gods.“ The Reſult of this, and ſome other 
Converſation. of the like Tenor, was, that Mr. 

R— 
On or to ſign the Certificate, not becauſe, 


of Faith, as has been; ſuggeſted, but becauſe, 
from what paſſed in Converſation, Mr. R——— 
could not but conclude the young Divine 
did not believe the real Divinity of our — 
<« and. glorious Redeemer.” Mr. R— 
has. been cenſured, on Account of the Tit ims ge” 
this Converſation, / though. he took. the. earlieſt 
Opportunity for it; and perhaps ſomę Gentle- 
men who are Judges of Propriety in Behaviour, 
may think he has Reaſon to complain for not 
being acquainted ſooner with the Requeſt made 
to him. Mr. R————/ lives ſome Miles from 
Beamiſter; he received My. Fawcett's Letter of 
Invitation the Evening before the Day of Or- 
dination, and therefore had no Opportunity of 
| converſing with Mr. Fawcett. but f in the N . 
ing before that Service. 99 1 
OS Permit me, Sir, to aſk, Has . > Pate 
the Right: of Private J udgment, which you juſtly 
TW F2 ; contend 
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_ 4, ,whether or not he believed that Jeſus Chriſt 
eis God and Man, and that in his ſuperior 


declined bearing an active Part in the 


Mr. Fawcett uſed Scripture Phraſes in his Confeſſion 


ta? 


contend for; is he not bound, as an honeſt 
Man, to act accordingly ; and could he, con- 
fiſtently, have aſſiſted in the Ordination of 4 
Miniſter, who, he had ſo much Reaſon to think 
would, in Conformity to his declared Senti- 
ments, propagate ſuch Doctrines in his future 
Miniſtry as, in his View of Things, are de- 
rogatory to the Honour of our bleſſed Lord? 
I have heard, that, on this Occaſion, you have 
wrote to one, or more, of the London Miniſters, + 
who have, in Conſequence thereof, reflected, in 

a public Manner, on Mr. RN — with ſo 
much Severity, as perhaps did them no Ho- 
nour ; he has been reflected on as an 
<« the Character of a valuable young Miniſter; “ 
put 1 wiſh it may be conſidered, whether ſuch 
| Accuſations have not a Tendency | to fab 
the Character of an elder Miniſter, and whe- 
ther they aroſe from Candour, and genuine 
Chriſtian Charity, or from Anger and Reſent- 
ment, for which I cannot diſcover a juft Foun- 
dation? Whether you have acted, on this 
Occaſion, uniformly with your public Decla- 
rations of univerſal Moderation and Bene vo- 
lence, I leave to your ſerious Reflections and 
an Judgment of others. 

I have endeayoured to guard againſt any 
: T hing that can offend a Gentleman of your 
Character; 11 theſe Obſervations ſhould be 
thought worthy of your Attention, and be in 
wy TREE a Means to animate your pious 
© ns. Zeal 


WW 


. -Goſpel, I imagine it may add to the Uſefulneſs ,- 


of your miniſterial Labours, and the ſolid Cm. 
fort of your Soul. That ſuch Bleſſings may de 4,58 


increaſing to the End of Life, and ſucceeded | ET 


with a Crown of mortal Glo „ 18 
he ſincere Deſire of, „„ 
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2 Vols. 8vo. 10s. 


8. WITSIUS's Oeconomy of the Covenants between 
| GOD and MAN; comprehending a Complete Body 
of Divinity. 3 Vols. 8vo. 125. Finer Paper, 15s. 


